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NOTIFICATIONS OF RELATED LITIGATION 
UNDER MPEP $ 2001.06 (C) 

Examiner: 

U.S. Patent No. 5,701,508 (v^hich issued based on a parent of this application) and 
5,835,748 (which has the same specification as this apphcation) were subject of litigation 
(United States District Court, Western District of Texas, Austin Division, Civil Action 
No. A-Ol-CA-602; captioned Via Technologies, Inc. and Centaur Technology, Inc, v. 
Intel Corporation). In addition, the foreign counterpart of U.S. Patent No. 5,701,508 was 
the subject of litigation in Great Britain, Hong Kong, and Taiwan. All of this litigation 
has now settled. Applicant submits herewith an IDS containing certain of the pleading 
and references relied on in this litigation\ including: 



Keith Diefendorff, et al., "Organization of the Motorola 88110 Superscalar RISC 

Microprocessor", IEEE Micro, pgs. 40-63, April 1992. 

R.D. Dixon, "A Stack-Frame Architecture Language Processor", The Journal of Forth 
Application and Research, Proceedings of the 1987 Rochester Forth Conference, Volume 5, 

Number 1, pp. 11-25. 

Linley Gwennap, "UltraSparc Adds Multimedia Instructions, Other New Instructions Handle 
Unaligned and Little-Endian Data", Microprocessor Report, pgs. 16-18, December 5. 1994. 
L. Kohn. et al.. "The Visual Instruction Set (VIS) in UltraSPARC^"^", IEEE Computer Society 
Press, pgs. 462-469, Los Alamitos, California, 1995. 



^ The Taiwan counterpart has a later priority date than U.S. Patent No. 5,701,508. As a result, in the 
Taiwan litigation, different references were identified that have a publication date later than the priority date 
of this U.S. application. As such, these pleadings and references are not being submitted herewith. 
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Philip Koopman, Jr., "Stack Computers the new wave", Mountain View Press, pgs. 3-234, La 
Honda, California. 1989. 

Of course, there are additional materials beyond what is being submitted. If any 
such additional materials are desired, Applicant will make its best effort to provide such 
documents upon request. It should be noted that Via Parties' confidential information has 
been redacted from these materials. 

In order to aid the Examiner, Applicant provides below a description of the 
documents submitted. 

U.S, Litigation 

As discussed in the original Notifications of Related Litigation, Via Technologies, 
Inc., Centaur Technology, Inc, and Via Cyrix, Inc, (collectively Via Parties) alleged that 
the '508 and '748 patents are invalid^, and Intel denied such allocations and replied to 
each.^ 

Applicant draws the Examiner's attention to "The Via Parties' Notice Under 35 
use §282" of March 7, 2003 that identifies on pages 7-19 a very large number of sources 
of information that the Via Parties were considering relying on to support their 
allegations. Since only selected ones of the large number of items listed in that document 
were ultimately relied upon in Via Parties* expert reports and since such items are 
attached as exhibits to those reports, Applicant has opted to submit herewith these reports 
(see below) as opposed to each of these references individually. Specifically, Applicant 
draws the Examiner's attention to the Via Parties' submission of the "Expert Report of 
Harold Stone (2)" of March 17, 2002 and to Intel's submission of the "Rebuttal Expert 
Report Of Dr. V. Thomas Rhyne Regarding The Validity Of U.S. Patent Nos. 5,701,508, 
5,835,748, and 5,201,043" of March 24, 2002. If any additional materials identified in 
these documents are desired. Applicant will make its best effort to provide such 
documents upon request. 

^ Each filed replies to Intel's counterclaims of May 16, 2002(US). Since they are duplicative in nature, 
Applicant has included one in the attached IDS (Centaur's Reply to Intel's Counterclaims of May 16. 2002; 
dated May 31, 2002) and directs the Examiner's attention to pages 8-10, See also "Via's And Centaur's 
Short Statement Regarding Their Non-Infringement and Invalidity Defenses" Of January 24, 2002 And 
*The Via Parties' Second Supplemental Response To Intel's Interrogatory (No. 3) And Third Supplemental 
Response To Intel's Interrogatory (No. 6)'* of March 7, 2003. 
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The Via Parties filed a Motion for Summary Judgment alleging that the '748 
patent was invalid for failure to disclose the best mode."^ However, Intel successfully 
opposed the motion^ and an order denying the motion was entered on March 31, 2003.^ 

Great Britain and Hong Kong Litigation 
In addition, certain foreign counterparts of US Patent Number 5,701,508 were the 

subject of corresponding litigation in Great Britain (UK Patent No. 2 326 494), Hong 

Kong (Hong Kong Standard Patent No. 10167 11), and Taiwan. 

In Great Britain and Hong Kong, references have similarly been identified^. 

Applicant has submitted herewith opening and closing skeletal arguments of Intel^ 
and the Via Parties.^ Applicant also submits the expert reports of Intel and the Via 
Parties. In addition. Applicant submits a collection of documents referred to as "Bundle 
X Exhibits Produced At Trial" containing, as the name suggests, the exhibits that were 
produced during the UK litigation. Applicant draws the Examiner's attention to those 
sections of these documents dealing with UK Patent No. 2,326,494, which is the foreign 
counterpart to U.S. Patent No. 5,701,508. 

Applicant would point out that both the U.S. and UK litigation were proceeding in 
parallel, and therefore address the same and/or similar issues. 



^ For instance, see "Reply of Intel to Centaur's Counterclaim" of June 13, 2002. 
^ See *The Via Parties' Motion For Summary Judgment That U.S. Patent No. 5,835,748 Is Invalid For 
Failure To Disclose The Bus Mode" of March 17, 2003 and 'The Via Parties' Reply To Intel's Opposition 
To The Via Parties' Motion For Summary Judgment That U.S. Patent No. 5,835,748 Is Invalid For Failure 
To Disclose The Best Mode" of March 27, 2003. 

^ See "Intel's Opposition To The Via Parties' Motion For Summary Judgment Of Invalidity Of U.S. Patent 
No. 5,835,748 Based On Best Mode" of March 24, 2003. 
^ See Order dated March 31, 2003. 

^ For Great Britain, Applicant directs the Examiner's attention to the following in the attached IDS: Defence 
and Counterclaim starting at 19 and Particulars of Objections starting at page 2; both dated December 12, 
2001. For Hong Kong, Applicant directs the Examiner's attention to the following in the attached EDS: 
Particulars of Objections; dated December 27, 2002. 

^ See "Intel's Opening Skeletal Argument" of February 25, 2003 and "Intel's Closing Skeletal Argument" 
of February 13,2003. 

^ See "Defendants' Opening Skeletal Argument" of January 27, 2003 and "Defendants' Closing Skeletal 
Argument" of February 13, 2003. 

See "Expert Report of Michael David May" of December 20, 2002 and "Expert Report of Michael David 
May Exhibits." 

See "Experts' Report of Simon Richard Jones" of December 20. 2002. 
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Finally, Applicant includes an Order of February 3, 2002 giving Intel leave to 
amend the specification of UK Patent No. 2,326494. 

Charge our Deposit Account 
Please charge any shortage to our Deposit Account No. 02-2666. 
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